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Response MK 28 – Round 2 

The electronic data in CARF format was provided as an attachment in an e-mail dated 
September 1, 2015. 

Comment MuK 97 – Round 2 (New Comment) 

In the next submittal, please consider providing a text tracking mechanism that will 
highlight the changes that are made in response to the comments. Typically, it can be 
a bolded font for all the text that is revised. This will help the reviewer to review the 
appropriate revised text. Without this bold font or some distinct highlight for the 
revised text, the reviewer has to compare against the initial submittal to get a handle 
on the changes that were made in response to the LQD comments. 

Response MuK 97 – Round 2 (New Comment) 

RAMACO will coordinate with WDEQ to facilitate review in anyway once WDEQ has 
determined the method that is most suitable (as per the meeting on September 1, 
2015).  In the meantime, RAMACO has attempted to make it as clear as possible in 
comment responses what the location of textual changes has been.  Additionally, 
please refer to the Change Index for locations of replaced or added text, tables, and 
figures.  Also, any page with new changes will be updated with the submittal month 
and year in the footer.  Pages in the permit without changes will maintain previous 
dates. 
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